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The following assertion regarding the relations between Negroes
and whites in Greenville was made in 1903:
Between the whites and colored races of Greenville there has
always existed a large degree of kindness and good feelings;
nothing approaching a race riot or a conflict between the whites
and Negroes has occurred. In fact, between the antebellum whites
and the antebellum blacks, those dating back to the early days of
slavery, a still warmer feeling of friendship and good will exist,
which is constantly shown to each observer by the cordial greeting
of each other upon our streets. This is occasioned by the general
disposition of our white people, particularly of the bett~r class
to deal justly with the Negro in all the affairs of life.
This statement by S. S. Crittenden2 expresses what has become
known as the “classic view point” on human relations held by black and
white citizens of Greenville, South Carolina. Although the participants
in these events have long since passed from the scene of active testimony,
it is the objective of the writer, through meticulous examination of the
political, social, economic and religious documents, to so reconstruct
an era past that the facts in regard to human relations within the city
of Greenville between the years 1865 and 1900 be made known.
S. Crittenden, The Greenville Century Book (Greenville,
S.C.: Greenville News Press, 1903), p. 61.
2Crittenden was born in Greenville, South Carolina, February 22,
1829. He was educated in New Jersey and the Greenville Male Academy,
and entered the general merchandizing business with his father. He
later served in the Confederate army as first lieutenant from April 1861
to April 1865. From 1885 to 1890 he served as Postmaster of Greenville.
1
2
On March 12, 1785 the General Assembly of South Carolina
ratified an act which directed the laying off of six counties, one of
which was Greenville County. The act enacted establishing Greenville
County reads as follows:
Be it ordained by the Honorable, the Senate and House of
Representatives, now met in General Assembly, and by the author
ity of the same, that a county shall be bounded by the Saluda
river and the South Fork thereof, the old Indian boundary, and
the North Carolina line and shall be entitled to county courts,
to be held on the third Monday in February, May, August, and
November; which courts shall hold, exercise and enjoy the same
powers and jurisdictions which are by1law rested in the said
county courts heretofore established.
Situated in the apex of triangular shaped South Carolina,
Greenville County has an area of 790 square miles, or 505,600 acres.
The county is wedge shaped, having a length of about 48 miles and a
width varying from 17 to 33 miles; stretching from the Blue Ridge Moun
tains at the North Carolina border to the Piedmont Plains eastward. The
town of Greenville, has since the establishing of the county, been main
tained as the county seat.
From the beginning of permanent settlement of the county, ~it
was in a constant state of disturbance. Either by the Tories, Indians,
marauding bands of robbers, or Regulators and Scovilities.~2 In spite
of these disadvantages the population in the area showed a steady in
crease and the town continued to prosper and grow. The following popu
lation figures will illustrate the growth of the county as well as indi
cate the number of Negro slaves, as well as the number of free Negroes
1Statutes at Large of the State of South Carolina, XV, Sec. 9,
552.
2William Schaper, ttSectionalism and Representation in South
Carolina,” in the American Historical Association Annual Report, 1900,
2 vols (Washington, 1901), I, 250.
3
maintaining residence within the county of Greenville during the first
seventy years of its history.
Population of Greenville County1
1790-1860
Year White Free Negroes Slaves
1790 5,888 9 606
1800 10,025 36 1,439
1810 10,739 41 2,353
1820 11,017 90 3,423
1830 11,385 32 5,064
1840 12,491 43 5,305
1850 13,370 95 6,691
1860 14,631 212 7,049
The struggle of the yeomen farmer with large plantation owners who were
few in number seems to have been on a very limited basis, since in 1860
there were slightly more than seven thousand slaves within this county.
These combined complex conditions created in the lives of “up-country
men” a feeling of a common destiny as “tillers of the soil and hewers of
wood,” a condition which played a major roll in race relations within
the city of Greenville.
Not only was Greenville a place of resort during the summer
months but it was located on a thoroughfare of travel from the west
during the winter months. “Thousands of horses, mules, cows and hogs
1 . .James 11. Richardson, History of Greenville County, South
Carolin~ (Atlanta: A. H. Cawston publisher, 1930), p. 78.
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poured through the Saluda gap down the Buncombe Road to Greenville,’t
from which point they were distributed throughout the state.1 Every
five or six miles along the Buncombe Road and also below Greenville,
were taverns or houses of entertainment, where many fortunes were made
from this year round trade. “For many years, this city was the mecca
for crowds of low country people and its hotels and boarding houses were
constantly crowded with tourists, most of whom were South Carolinians.”2
A study that attempts to evaluate the concerns and the attitudes
of different races toward each other, and especially in a study that
deals with relations between southern Negroes and whites in America, of
necessity, involves the mental, emotional, spiritual and physical con
ditions of both races. The Civil War had brought with it the usual
ravages of life and human dignity that are characteristic of wars. The
burning of Columbia and General Sherman’s devastating march to the sea
played havoc with the morale of white South Carolinians. Greenville, un
like the state capital and Charleston, was spared the torch and only
suffered one casualty as the result of the visit of the Union Army.3
Upon the return of the soldiers to their home in Greenville they found
their public buildings and streets in great need of repairs and poverty
and sickness in abundance in every sector of the city. In addition their
slaves had been freed by the Civil War and Emancipation Proclamation.
Lander, in discussing this period in the state, had this to say:
There was probably no more trying period in South Carolina history
than the years 1865-1877. The people were exhausted by the war,
i-Marion Hewell, Early Greenville Pioneers (Greenville, S. C.:
Historical Society Proceedings, 1939), p. 13.
2Crittenden, Greenville Century Book, p. 45.
3Hewell, Early Greenville Pioneers, p. 13.
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stunned by defeat, and overwhelmed by the political confusion
rising out of the Reconstruction. Actually the social, economic
and political1changes that followed the war shook South Carolina
to her depth.
During this period Greenville was under the watchful eye of the
military authorities who were stationed within the vicinity. The pres
ence of the militia was resented by many white Greenvillians, who were
anxious to give the army no reason to accuse them of injustice to
Negroes. Therefore Greenville was able to escape any serious clash be
tween whites and Negroes during that time period when the federal soldiers
were in force in the city. This is not to say however, that a peaceful
age of race relations existed. W. E. B. Du Bois summarized the general
feeling of Negroes and whites when he pointed out that
• . . the Emancipation of the slaves suddenly effected antagonism
of the two races. The Negro felt that he had been wronged in not
having his freedom earlier, and the white man believed that he
had been robbed in being deprived of his slaves property. Herewith
was set the stage2upon which the inimitable drama of Reconstruction
was to be played.
The war was scarcely over before Negroes in the city of Greenville
sought through meager educational facilities to obtain some formal train
ing. There were also those who by hard labor and patience went into the
trades and professions learned during slavery to obtain a living. Like
wise there were those who offered themselves as servants of the public,
and were elected to political office so that all Greenvillians could en
joy the rights and responsibilities that went along with their new status
as citizens. Slavery, as an institution in the United States, was the
1Ernest McPherson Lander, Jr., A History of South Carolina,
1865-1877 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1960), p. 3.
E. B. Du Bois, Black Reconstruction (New York: Harcourt,
Brace and Company, 1935), p. 3.
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foundation upon which prejudice was built. It was during the time of
slavery that certain sterotyped character features were attached so se
curely to the Negro by his “white master” that the full dignity of man
hood afforded other races was systematically and categorically denied
him. Persist, as he very well did, to escape the shackles of “human
bondage,” he soon discovered that freedom for him was largely an illu
sion and the Emancipation Proclamation was just a clever political
counterfeit.
A critical analysis of the city council proceedings for the
period 1865 to 1900 reveals, to a large degree, the attitudes of the
races--Negro and white--in Greenville. During the early part of the
period, Greenvillians concerned themselves with the rebuilding of their
homes, the city’s streets, public buildings and the revival and diversi
fication of the economy. The question of race relations was pushed into
the background in preference to what were regarded as more immediate and
pressing problems. However, between the pages of the city council pro
ceedings, wrapped in a great deal of obscurity, are found accounts of
racial intolerance and unrest.
This, then, is the setting for the period under discussion in
this paper. Reconstruction, with its bright promises of liberty and
justice for the newly freed slaves, was followed by the disfranchisement
of black citizens and the restoration of a new breed of whites to posi
tions of political leadership who were dedicated to the task of “putting
a social parenthesis around the Negro and passing on without him in the
continuance of their course.”
CHAPTER II
EDUCATION
The Public’s Attitude Toward the
Education of Negroes
The attitudes of whites toward Negro schooling is a matter about
which no easy generalization can be made. Facts, however, seem to sup
port the belief held by some historians that concerted and systematic
efforts by the whites existed to prevent the establishment of schools
for the freedmen. So accordingly from time to time and from place to
place opposition did flare up. Late in 1865 Superintendent of Education
Ruben Tomlinson reported that there existed a “settled determination”
by the whites that the freedmen could not and therefore must not be edu
cated. Moreover, reports from various parts of the state spoke of white
hostility which sometimes assumed an ugly form. On some occasions school
buildings were burned and teachers subjected to verbal abuse or physical
violence from white natives.1 A number of Freedmen’s Bureau agents re
ported that in their region the maintenance of Negro schools was made
possible only the presence of federal troops in the locality.
Hostility of large elements of the white population to the public
school system was aroused by the fact that the system had been an
1Martin Abbott, The Freedmen’s Bureau In South Carolina, 1865-
1872 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1967), p. 93.
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innovation of the Radical government.1 Others feared it because they
interpreted it as a banner of segregation, a constitutional provision,
requiring that schools be opened to both races, even though it was never
so interpreted by either Republican or Democratic officials. Another
serious source of hostility was the sentiment for economy in government,
Du Bois has also observed that:
Negroes were disliked and feared almost in exact proportion to
their manifestation of intelligence and capacity, and there were
many reasons in the utterance southerners to support this gen
eralization. Education of the Negroes they thought would be labor
lost, resulting in injury instead of benefit to the working class.2
Therefore in the minds of many white southerners the teachers
of Negroes interfered with the farmer’s labor supply; furthermore direct
ly or indirectly the education of Negroes encouraged “insolence” to
employers. The attitude of white southerners toward Negro education
following the end of the Civil War ranged from mild antagonism to down
right hostility. One authority holds that:
For the first success of Negro schools the South deserved little
praise. From the beginning most of the southern states made the
Negro schools just as bad as they dared to in the face of National
public opinion, and every cent spent on them was taken from Negro
rents and wages, and came back to the property-holders ten-fold in
increased opportunities for exploitation . . . whites considered
such education either useless or positively dangerous to society .
of free, self-sacrificing gifts for the sake of Negro uplift and in
telligence, the vast majority of southern white people contributed
almost nothing.3
However the opposite of this general feeling of southern whites
seemed to be the rule about the education of freedmen in the city of
Greenville. In March 1867, one Dr. Lardner Gibbons, a planter made known
1George B. Tindall, Negroes in South Carolina Reconstruction
(Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 1952), p. 712.




his desire to some influential white citizens to build a schoolhouse for
freedmen in a neighborhood six miles from Greenville. In the same year
another planter, Samuel Mayes, gave encouragement to the Negroes in his
district to build themselves a schoolhouse. During the summer of 1866
it was reported that a Negro minister raised a subscription of $260 for
the building of the Greenville Freedmen’s Elementary School. The contri
butors to the fund were both Negro and white citizens of the city. Some
time between June and November of 1865, B. F. Perry, Provisional Governor
of South Carolina, wrote a political letter in which he expressed his
personal belief, which seemed to reflect the feelings of some white
Greenvillians. In this document Governor Perry contended that: “Human
or not, the Negro is in our midst, millions strong; and if he is not
educated mentally and morally, he will make us trouble.”1 Perhaps with
this end in view, a tolerant spirit for the education for the freedmen
was born and this sentiment appeared to prevail in Greenville.
Negroes at the close of the war displayed a burning eagerness
for schooling. “As fast as any kind of teacher could be secured, not
only were day-schools filled, but night schools as well. Few were too
young and none were too old to make the attempt to learn.”2
The most hopeful sign in the Negro was his anxiety to have his
children educated. A white contemporary bears this out within his
personal observation below:
1Quoted in John W. Deforest, Union Officer in the Reconstruction,
ed. by James H. Croushore and David Morris Potter (New York: Yale
University Press, 1948), p. 116.
2 . .John Hope Franklin, Reconstruction: After the Civil War
(Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 1961), p. 107.
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I used to see two or three hundred boys and girls around the
bureau schoolhouse in Greenville, attired with a decency which
had strained to the utmost the slender parental purse, gleeful
and noisy over their luncheon of cold roasted sweet potatoes were
proof that the race has a chance in the future.1
If a spirit of actual hostility toward the education of blacks
did not exist in Greenville, there were manifestly a lack of the coop
eration and earnest involvement essential to the successful prosecution
of the task. This fact is clearly evident when one examines the record
of the facilities provided by the city for Negro education. Furthermore,
the long delay in establishing a public school system in Greenville be
trays the outward appearance of sincerity of the white populace of the
city. Greenvillians, like other white southerners, were never committed
to a system of statewide free education which included Negroes, and they
were not likely to favor any constructive movement that might tend to
enhance the existing position of the reconstruction government. Besides,
they were bitterly opposed to the co-education of the races; some
unequivocally objected to the education of the Negro.2
Negroes in Greenville were determined that their children would
have every opportunity to attend school regardless of the cost to them
selves. More often than not, they were compelled to make many financial
sacrifices for tuition and fees, decent clothing and shoes. At times,
they had to prosecute intransigent whites in courts of law that their
children might receive full benefit from attendance at school. Such was
the case of York Foster, a Negro resident of Greenville, who entered his
wife and twelve-year old daughter into contract with F. M. Hascock, a
1ijeforest, Union Officer In Reconstruction, p. 117.
A. Taylor, The Negro In South Carolina (Washington: The
Association For the Study of Negro Life and History, Inc., 1952), p. 101.
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white renter, to work on the latter’s farm. Upon calling for the child
for work Hascock was told by her father that she was at school where she
would be in attendance for a week or two more, but that he could call
upon him in the meantime to work in her place. This proposed substitute
did not satisfy the white employer. When he found Foster and his wife
at work he informed him that he had violated his contract and asked him
to leave his farm. Foster carried this matter to court for settlement
where two of the town’s leading white attorneys, served as counsel for
the prosecutor, but to no avail. The presiding judge ruled that Foster
should abide strictly by his contract in regard to his wife and daughter.
Foster lost the case, but he gained a degree of satisfaction, however,
by addressing himself forcefully and openly to everyone within the court
room, to what appeared to him as just another example of “white folks
not wanting colored folks to be educated.”1
Founding of the Greenville Elementary School
In South Carolina as well as in other slave states education for
Negroes was well under way before the close of the Civil War. Be this
as it may, at the close of the Civil War, Negro children in Greenville
were without schools and without legal sanction of the state to attend
said schools if they were available. Seeing the need of his people and
possessing an insatiable desire for additional education himself,
Charles T. Hopkins, an ex-slave became the founder of the Negro Elemen
tary School in Greenville.2 Hopkins, having been in bondage for approxi
mately fifty years, received his education by chance opportunities, but
1Greenville Daily News, April 28, 1881, p. 1.
2Deforest, Union Officer In Reconstruction, p. 118.
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his learning was sufficient to enable him to teach in the lower English
branches of the school. This Hfullbloodedlt black man was from the low
country of South Carolina, and for many years was a voluntary exhorter
among his people. He eventually became an ordained minister of the
Methodist Episcopal Church North. Regarded as a meek, amiable, judi
cious, virtuous, and godly man who was zealous for the good of the freed
men, he was thoroughly trusted by the whites and he was able to raise a
subscription of two hundred and sixty dollars among the impoverished citi
zens of Greenville for the building of the elementary school for freedmen.
During the summer of 1866, with the aid of his two Black
assistants, Lewis Rivers and Cecil Coleman, Hopkins obtained a room in
a deserted hotel which had been seized by the government; there they
gave instruction in spelling and reading to sixty or seventy Negro stu
dents.1 At the end of the summer the school was closed for the autumn,
and the hotel was restored to its owner, It was at this time that the
founder with his private purse reduced to a few dollars, and his remain
ing means pledged for the support of his two assistants, launched his
fund raising campaign for the new school. From the monies collected, he
purchased a storehouse belonging to the defunct state arsenal works and
took a three—year lease from Randle Croft on a lot on Laurens Street
with an option to build and to remove the said building at the end of
three years. Furthermore, the agreement stipulated that the tenant would
be permitted to cut and use fire wood from the leased property for the
additional cost of $1.25 per month.
1-Records of the War Department, Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen and
Abandoned Lands, from the Synopsis of School Reports, The National
Archives, Washington, D.C.
2Title to Real Estate, Greenville County, Book AA, p. 338.
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At a mass meeting of freedmen the building was dismantled,
moved nearly two miles and set upon the new site. By the time that the
schoolhouse was completed it had cost together with the rent of the land,
five hundred and sixty dollars, or more than twice the amount of the
subscription.1 Furthermore, Hopkins was substantially bankrupt and was
drawing no salary.
Unfortunately the school received no financial support from the
Freedmen’s Bureau. “Application on application was made to the Freed
men’s Bureau Superintendent of Education for funds, but Mr. Hopkins re
ceived nothing.”2 The financial conditions became so critical that after
two months of unpaid labor the two assistants had to leave the school
and seek employment elsewhere. Eventually funds arrived in sufficient
amount to pay for rent, repairs and the service of Hopkins at the rate
of $25.00 per month.
Toward the end of 1866 two white teachers supported by the New
York Missionary Society, joined the founder at the school. The higher
classes of geography, arithmetic, English grammar and written exercises
were taught by these two new white teachers. Hopkins remained in charge
of the lower classes. The equipment and general administration of the
school was described by an observer as follows:
Class books of the latest issue were supplied by a leading New York
Publishing House. The discipline was admirable; the monotony of
study was relieved by gleesome singing; there was cheerful zeal,
near akin to hilarity; it was a charming spectable. Most of the
leading scholars were from one family, a dozen or two brothers,
sisters, and cousins all of mixed blood and mostly handsome.3
1lbid
2Deforest, A Union Officer In Reconstruction, p. 120.
3lbid.
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Before the end of 1867 the teaching force had been increased by
two additional white teachers and the enrollment was about three hundred.
The organization and operation of the Greenville Elementary
School is revealed in the statistical chart for the year 1866:
A STATISTICAL CHART OF GREENVILLE ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL FOR THE YEAR 1866
Name and Location of School . . . . Elementary School of
Greenville, South Carolina
When established



















Number of native teachers . .
Number of colored teachers .
Number of Northern teachers .
Number of pupils six years of age
Number of pupils between the ages
Number of pupils free before War
Number of mixed blood
Number of pure black pupils .
Course of study
Reading in the first series
Reading in the second series










By whom teachers are employed National Freedmen
Relief Association
Number of days taught this month . 21
Number of sessions daily 1
Length of session 5 hrs.
Number of pupils 200
Highest attendance at one time 190
Number of boys 98
Number of girls 102
Average daily attendance 175
Number students over sixteen years of age 1511
Hopkins received ordination from the Charleston Missionary branch
of the Methodist Church North, along with a commission as “professor”
from the Freedmen’s Union Association.2 In addition, he was the acknowl
edged founder of the Greenville Elementary School for Negroes. Until his
story is known and appreciated by all Greenvillians, the full debt of
gratitude will not have been paid him. It is the desire of this re
searcher that this work will contribute toward that end.
In contrast to what has been reported about the Negro’s willing
ness to make any sacrifice necessary for his children to receive the
rudiments of education, is the fact that the white citizens of Greenville,
though apparently sympathetic and less antagnoistic than their neighbors
in other sections of the state, were well satisfied to maintain a status
1-Records of the War Department, Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen and
Abandoned Lands, from the Synopsis of School Reports, the National Archives,
Washington, D.C.
2Deforest, Union Officer in Reconstruction, p. 118.
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quo attitude about training the newly freed blacks. Their attitude was
to extend into the distant future of the freedmen.
Providing Adequate Facilities For Schools
American history is in large measure the history of the expanding
education of the people. Each generation has witnessed a concerted
attempt to extend and improve its formal educational institutions.
Two events in 1787 shaped the future of American education. The
Ordinance of 1787, which created the Northwest territory, prepared the
ground for tax-supported schools in those states later to be carved out
of the new territory. The Constitution of the United States, drafted
the same year, made no direct reference to education either as a state
or a federal responsibility. However, the Tenth Amendment implied that
each state would assume this responsibility to its citizens.1
The first attempt made to establish a general system of free
schools in South Carolina was made through the Free School Act of 1811.
The act was passed after bitter opposition by some of the up-country
members of the Legislature. It provided for “elementary instruction to
be imparted to all pupils free of charge;” but if more children applied
than could be taken care of then a preference was to be given to the
poor orphans and the children of “indigent and necessitous” parents.2
Research has failed to determine whether Negro children, free or slave,
were included in this act; probably they were not, since in 1834 an act
1Teresa B. McNeil, “The Career of Old Central (Greenville Junior
High School)” (Unpublished Master’s thesis, School of Arts and Sciences,
Furman University, 1946), p. 46.
2Colyer Meriwether, History of Higher Education in South Carolina
(Washington: 1889), pp. 109-111.
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was passed forbidding anyone to give the Negro instruction in reading
and writing.
There were several reasons why the schools set up by this act
were unsuccessful. Two of the main ones were the failure to set up
general supervision for a check on the system, and the favoring of
paupers.
A few years later, educators who studied the system in an effort
to improve it, found that the schools were attended by only a small per
centage of the children of school age. The schools had been created
primarily to assure the poor a chance to obtain an education. The upper
classes would not send their children to the ~pauper” schools; and the
poor, those who were interested in education, had enough pride to resent
being referred to as paupers and did not send their children.
In November, 1861, when Commodore Dupont and General T. W.
Sherman captured Port Royal, South Carolina, and the Sea Islands, an
unusual condition presented itself. Sherman found that the planters of
Saint Helena and most of Port Royal Islands had been abandoned by the
whites and that the estates of the planters had been left to the ~‘pillage
1
of hordes of apparently disaffected blacks.tI Describing them as
totally uneducated, ignorant, improvident and declaring that they were
in such a state of “abiect ignorance and mental stolidity as to preclude
all possibility of self-government and self-maintenance, he made an ap
peal for aid to the Government and to Northern philanthropists. He
pointed out that:
1Richard Thomas Williams, “History of Public Education and
Charitable Institutions in South Carolina During The Reconstruction~’
(Unpublished Master’s thesis, Department of History, Atlanta University,
1933), p. 2.
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organization to care for the freedmen. Notable among these organizations
were the Freedmen’s Aid Association and the Emancipation League of Boston.
T. D. Elliot introduced in the National House of Representatives
the first bill for the establishing of a bureau of emancipation for the
maintenance of the Negro’s freedom, a measure which he believed necessary
in order to render the Emancipation Proclamation effective.1 Despite
strong opposition, the bill under the guidance of Charles Sumner passed
the House and the Senate of the United States and was signed by the
President the same day.
The bill provided for the establishment in the War Department of
a bureau to supervise and manage, under the direction of the President
of the United States and the head of the Bureau, all abandoned lands and
affairs relating to refugees and freedom in rebellious States. A
Commissioner was placed at the head, and ten assistant commissioners
were placed under him, one for each of the states in rebellion. The
Freedmen’s Bureau act was amended in 1866 to authorize the sale of con
federate public property for Negro schools.2 The work of this bureau
laid the foundation for the education of Negroes throughout the South.
Although the foundation was laid, the awaited hour in education
in South Carolina had not yet arrived. On Saturday, January 18, 1868 on
the floor of the South Carolina Constitutional Convention, Beverly Nash,
a Negro delegate from the Richland District, offered the following
resolution, which was referred to the Committee on Education:
2Laura Webster, The Operation of The Freedmen’s Bureau in South
Carolina (North Hampton, Mass: Department of History of Smith College,
Vol. I, 1916), p. 87.
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Resolved that all schools, academies, colleges and universities
in the state, which are or may be endowed or supported in part
or in whole from taxes, or donation to the state, cities or towns,
shall be open for the reception of scholars, students and teachers
of every grade, without any distinction or preference whatever to
all citizens of the State; it shall also be the duty of the legis
lature, at its first Session, to divide the state into school
districts, and establish free1school in every district to be open
to all citizens of the state.
A. J. Ransier, a Negro delegate from Charleston, on January 21,
presented another resolution on education; it too was referred to the
Committee on Education. The resolution read:
Resolved that the Committee on Education inquire into the
expediency of establishing a Board of Education consisting of
three (members) from each Congressional District (of the state).
Such Board shall have the power to divide the state into school
districts and provide for a thorough system of common schools,
elect a superintendent from among their number, and make all
needful regulations for the education of youth, no distinction
to be made in favor of any class or persons.2
The above mentioned resolutions have been cited in detail because
they outline the program of education which was enacted by the State
Legislature as the first effort on the part of South Carolina to provide
a system of tax-supported education which included both Negro and white
pupils of the state. Furthermore, these vital resolutions were initiated
and presented to the convention by “black men” who have often been
referred to as ignorant and incompetent statesmen.
Equally as important was the substitution of the word “public”
for “free” in the designation of the school system. South Carolina’s
first attempt at operating a system of public schools had failed largely
due to the name “free” being attached to the schools.




Shortly after the termination of the Constitutional Convention
of 1868, the General Assembly of South Carolina enacted a law: “An Act
to provide for the temporary organization of the educational department
of the state.”1 This act prescribes the duties of the superintendent of
education, and also those of county school commissioner. Along with his
other duties and responsibilities, the superintendent was to provide
for the enumeration of all youth of the state, whose ages ranged from
five to eighteen years, classifying them as colored and white, male and
female. This report was to be made to the governor of the state, who was
to report the findings to the next General Assembly.
Section VI of the Act further specified the duty of the county
commissioners: namely, “to report to the State Superintendent of Educa
tion the number of public schools in each county, the number of pupils
attending these, classified as colored and white, male and female,
ownership of schools, and their condition.2
The report for Greenville County revealed that within the city
of Greenville there were listed, Furman University, The Female College,
The Peabody Free School (supported by private gifts and a yearly dona
tion from the George Peabody Fund). This school was divided into three
departments, the male academy, the female academy and the primary de
partment, all for white pupils, housing 282 in addition to the number
enrolled in the primary department for which no count was given. Two
other schools were reported, one being taught in a private dwelling, and
another being taught in a log house four miles west of the courthouse.
1Statutes at Large of the State of South Carolina, XIV, Sec. 22.
2lbid.
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Also in this report was listed The Allen Free School for colored
children, taught in a new two-story frame building recently erected by
J. H. Allen~- in the city of Greenville, by contract with Freedmen’s
Bureau who owned the building. This school of 407 pupils was conducted
by a white superintendent, Mrs. D. A. Belden, who was assisted by three
northern white female teachers and one Negro male instructor, Charles T.
Hopkins, referred to earlier.
The total number of schools reported for Greenville in 1869 by
County Commissioner of Education A. C. McGee was seven and the total
number of pupils enrolled in these schools were six hundred and eighty-
nine.
Education for white pupils, in August of 1869 was on sound
footing. For, in addition to variety of private schools, there was
also a “free school” for whites supported by the local citizenry along
with a private gift of one thousand ($1,000) dollars annually from the
George Peabody Fund. On the other hand educational opportunities for
Negroes in the city of Greenville remained limited at best; for the most
part they were non-existent. The one school available to Negroes, the
“Allen Free” school, was erected and partially supported by the Freedmen’s
1John S. Reynolds, Reconstruction in South Carolina, 1865-1877
(Columbia: The State Company, 1905), p. 106.
.3. H. Allen is listed in the 1870 U.S. Census Report as a native
of Pennsylvania who migrated to Greenville sometime prior to 1865. He
was postmaster of Greenville from May 29, 1866-March 30, 1871, and
served as one of the delegates to 1868 5. C. Constitutional Convention,
where he took an active role in the proceedings. Mr. Allen also served
as state senator from Greenville county from 1868-1872. See the pro
ceedings of the 1868 Constitutional Convention; also the Greenville
Daily News, July 9, 1880.
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Bureau. The remainder of the operational expenses was collected in
tuition and fees charged the parents of all students in attendance at
the school. This action by the white citizens of Greenville seems to
indicate the degree of interest and the general attitude of whites
toward the education of Negroes in that city.
By 1880 there were two public schools in Greenville: The Hugh S.
Thompson graded school for whites and the Allen Public School for Negroes.
Observation of the two schools reveals that they were totally separate
and unequal. The enrollment at the Negro school was greater than that
at the white school by some thirty pupils, yet the white school had a
greater number of teachers than did the Negro school. The curriculum of
the white school contained a greater number of academic courses than did
the Negro school. Also, Negro pupils attended school for a shorter
period of time annually than did white pupils. The chart on the next
page indicates these discrepancies.
The public schools have been in operation in the city of
Greenville since 1870. The exact location of the first city public
school is not known, however, C. A. Davis describes its location as
being near Coffee, on Main Street, across from the present location of
the Meyers-Arnold Store.1 W. F. Tackston, the first principal to serve
in the Greenville city school district both attended and taught in the
school. 2
A. Davis, “Do You Remember The Old School?” Greenville
Daily News, November 27, 1927, pamphlet and newspaper file, Archives
Room, Greenville County Library, ~
2Greenville News, March 14, 1935, p. 8.
CHART COMPARING THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOR NEGROES AND WHITES
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Number Average
Enroll- of Student Length of
Name of School Principal ment Teachers Per Teacher School Term Curriculum
Hugh S. Thompson




















1Greenville Daily News, August 23, 1881, p. 1.
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The chart below was taken from the report of the State
Superintendent of Education for the fiscal years of 1876 to 1880.
Chart of Expenditures For Education in S. C.
For 1876 to 18801
Expenditures Per Per
During White Capita Negro Capita
1876-1877 $ 85,874 1.85 $103,478 1.85
1877-1878 147,702 2.73 168,495 2.71
1878-1879 157,788 2.70 173,261 2.70
1879-1880 168,516 2.75 182,899 2.59
The record does not reveal the names of the teachers or the
race, sex or the number of students enrolled. There is some evidence,
however, which shows insight on the statistical aspect of the school.
According to Mrs. Sarah Thomas, Negro and white children of both sexes
at the beginning of public education in Greenville, attended the same
schools.2 The disdain with which some whites looked on the public
schools seems to support the accuracy of this statement. Davis remem
bering the general feeling about the schools at that time wrote:
Some folks had an idea that they (the pupils) were not exactly
what they should be, though no one really discussed how or why,
and the few who did attend were rather looked upon askance. The
simple fact of their being there seemed to imply that their
parents were ~oo poor to pay their way . . . which was hardly a
social asset.
James S. Pike, the distraught “staunch Republican” who visited
South Carolina and Greenville in 1872, wrote The Prostrate State;
1Columbia Daily Record, May 24, 1881, p. 1.
2lnterview with Mrs. S. Thomas, retired teacher, Greenville
County, June 16, 1970.
3Davis, “Do You Remember The Old School,” Greenville Daily News.
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South Carolina Under Negro Government, which is the Bible of the
reconstruction for many conservative white South Carolinians. He
reported his findings on the public schools as follows:
The free school system was a farce. The County school
Commissioners presented a sad picture . . . dishonest and ig
norant, many unable to read and write. The school sessions were
irregular, the teachers discouraged, the white taxpayers dis
gusted, and the entire system had sunk into disrepute and
worthlessness .~-
State Superintendent of Education, J. K. Jillison, in his annual
report made to the General Assembly listed white pupils as 325 male,
278 female and Negro pupils as 64 male, 87 female for a total of 754
which was the total public school enrollment in Greenville County for
the school year ending April 24, 1870. The evidence indicates that
there was at least one public school in Greenville in 1870. Further
more, it is highly possible that Negro and white children attended this
school without regard to race, creed or color.
Schools for Negroes private or otherwise were not organized
until 1865.2 In August 1878 at the regular meeting of the City Council
of Greenville a communication from the County Superintendent of Education
was read containing the following resolutions:
1. That an efficient system of public grade schools in this
city would greatly promote the course of popular education
and contribute to the growth and prosperity of the city.
2. That the City Council proceed to provide a scheme for carrying
into operation such a system.
3. That the City Council appoint a Board of Education consisting
of five members t~ organize said schools and to operate same
when established.
1-A. D. Asbury, “The Little Red School House,” delivered to the
Thirty-nine Club, March 16, 1961, Greenville, South Carolina.
2lbid
3Greenville City Council, proceedings, August 7, 1878, p. 429.
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Despite this, it was not until near the end of the year 1885
that the act was passed.’
Following the approval of the Legislature the Greenville
District 17 was established on May 3, 1886. A board of trustees was
appointed composed of the following members: Thomas Clayhorn Gower,
H. T. Cook, F. W. Marshall, T. Q. Donaldson, and Reverend S. S.
Thompson, a Negro.2 The first recorded meeting of this board was held
on September 14, l887~ At this meeting Professor William Shannon
Morrison was appointed as the districtts first superintendent at a
salary of $950 per year on a five-year contract.3 On December 12, 1887,
at a City Council meeting the chairman of the Board of Trustees noti
fied the body that petitions to the State Legislature were being pre
pared asking that the City of Greenville be authorized to issue bonds
for the purpose of erecting school buildings.4 City bonds in the
amount of $18,000 were signed by Mayor E. F. Rowley and Clerk C. W.
DtOlay, on February 7, 1888 and turned over to the school trustees.5
On March 5, 1888, the Board of Trustees purchased from Gower one
lot for the sum of $2,000 upon which to build a public school building
1Greenville Daily News, March 28, 1865, p. 16.
2McNiel, “The Career of Old Central,” p. 6.
3lbid.
4Council Proceedings, December 7, 1887, p. 149.
5lbid., February 7, 1888, p. 188.
28
which later was to be named East End.1 This transaction brought loud
protests from the opponents of the public school system. Upon that lot
was built the first new public school in the City of Greenville. This
school was completed and put into use for “white students only” in the
fall of 1888.
After a lapse of two years on September 7, 1890, the Trustees
of the Greenville Graded School appeared before City Council requesting
that a schoolhouse be built in West End for Negro children. Alderman
P. T. Hayne moved that the question of appropriating thirty-five hundred
dollars in bonds to be used for the building of the schoolhouse be re
ferred to the City Attorney. T. C. Gower, chairman of the School Board,
had purchased the said lot for $1500 less than one year prior to selling
the same to the city for $2000. This transaction appeared fraudulent to
the opponents of the public school system. For this act, the former
Mayor of the city was rebuked by the Greenville Daily News.2
The motion to provide a school for Negroes was adopted by
Council. At a subsequent meeting held on October 14, 1890, the City
Attorney ruled that the Council did not have the authority to issue
bonds for school construction. However, the Council, on motion by P. T.
Hayne authorized the bond issue for the construction of this school.3
It was built and placed in operation in the fall of 1891, three years
after the completion of the buildings for white.
1Titles to Real Estate, Book NW, p. 249.
2Greenville Daily News, March 2, 1930, Archives Room County
Library, ~.
3
Council Proceedings, September 7, 1890, p. 320.
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Education for Negro children in the city of Greenville at the
very beginning was the responsibility of their parents. As has already
been indicated, the first school was built by them and supported by
them, except for assistance given the school by the Freedmen!s Bureau.
The record fails to reveal the amount of assistance given by the local
white community to the Negro school between the years of 1867 and 1870.
After this date they did not receive an equal share of state funds allo
cated to the counties based upon the school population. With the
establishment of the City Graded School System, Negroes were denied a
share in the first appropriation, which was $18,000. This money went
for the building of Eastside School, and the Pendleton Street School,
both for white students. Moreover, the one Negro public school, Allen,
1
was in bad need of repairs.
The evidence seems to warrant the conclusion that even though
the white citizens of Greenville gave lip service to the idea of Negro
education, they actually gave little financially for the support of the
Negro schools. At every opportunity, Negroes were short-changed by
whites in the distribution of state funds appropriated by the state for
the education of Negroes. As a result of this condition their schools
were neglected, understaffed, overcrowded, ill-equipped and almost for
gotten in the educational plan of the city and county. Underneath the
veneer of acceptance, there existed a subtle and determined effort by the
whites to keep the Negro in “his place” by denying to him the opportunity
to acquire the tools of learning necessary to extricate himself from his
plight.
1Greenville Daily News, July 10, 1881, p. 1.
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The public schools in Greenville had increased in number from
three in 1886 to a total of five in 1900. Three of these schools were
for whites only, while two of them were reserved for Negroes. Central,
Oaklawn and Park schools were for whites, while Union and Allen were
for Negroes.
The total receipts and expenditures of the city of Greenville
for education during the fiscal year 1900 were as follows:
Total Revenue Number of Teachers Average Teacher Salary
White Negro White Negro
$9,033.92 21 9 $347.67 $222.22
Total Paid Teachers Total Spent All Other Purposes
White Negro White Negro
$7,300 $2,000 $253.48 $200.00l
The above figures are all the more revealing when we consider
the fact that the U.S. Census Report for 1900 indicates that the popu
lation of Negroes and whites differed a little more than one thousand
persons within the city. The white population was 6,443 and the Negro
population was reported as 5,414, yet the white schools had more than
twice the number of teachers as did the Negro schools. Six white
teachers were paid more than one and one-half times more salary than
was paid Negroes. The statistics show that the average pupil-teacher
load for Negroes was higher than that for whites.
Such discrepancies as are pointed out above clearly indicate the
determination of the white populace of Greenville to postpone equal edu
cational opportunities for Negro pupils, positively and indefinitely.
1State Superintendent of Education, Annual Report, 1901.
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This task, they managed to accomplish with amazing effectiveness even




Slaves and free persons of color in the town of Greenville in
1856 were governed by rigid and harsh laws which covered every facet
of existence except religion. It was unlawful for slaves or free per—
sons of color to remain outside of his or her master’s dwelling after
nine o’clock at night. Slaves or free persons of color, more than five
in number, were not permitted to meet together except at funerals or
for the purpose of labor. Moreover, no slave or free person of color
was permitted to keep a shop or stand within the limits of the town of
Greenville. Furthermore, it was unlawful for slaves or any free person
of color to smoke a cigar on any street or to walk with a cane or club
or stick, within the limits of the town.1 The severity of the laws
which governed the daily lives of Negroes in Greenville, both free and
slave, stand out in bold contrast to the regulations of their religious
life.
Section fourteen of the town ordinance for the regulation of
Negroes reads as follows:
Be it further ordained, that slaves and free persons of color shall
be allowed to assemble at any of the churches of the town for
the purpose of religious worship three times in each week and not
1City Council Proceedings, January 17, 1856, p. 9.
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elsewhere or oftener; provided, that at all such meetings some
respectful white citizen of the town be and remain present
during said meeting.1-
Furthermore, the records of the churches of Greenville reveal
evidence that the practice of religious tolerance in regard to persons
of color dates back into the early history of the town. At the first
meeting of the Saint James Mission the record shows that there were
present “seven white and five colored communicants.” Also dating back
to the founding of the church in 1821, there were Negro members listed
on the membership roll. Likewise, the records of the Presbyterian,
Methodist, and Baptist churches reveal similar evidence of membership
of Negroes.2 Although permitting Negroes to become members of white
churches was widespread and of a general practice in Greenville, the
most complete record to be found relating to this custom is that of
the First Baptist Church. Included in this record is found the early
membership roll and the record of baptisms. These early minutes make
frequent mention of the black members of the church, some of whom were
the slaves of white members, while others were free persons of color.
The first entry having to do with slaves dates back to July 14, 1832;~
Isaac, a servant man of Dr. Thomas Williams, one year after the church
was founded and Martha, a servant girl of Brother R. 3. Mays, were
received upon a profession of faith in Christ to be immersed. The
2See the church registers of Christ Church, the First Presby
terian Church, the Buncombe Street Methodist Church and the First
Baptist Church. The writer was greeted most cordially and afforded every
courtesy and comfort and permitted to examine these records by Pastors
Sturtz, Rose and Asbury.
3Minutes of the First Baptist Church, Greenville, South
Carolina, Vol. I, November, 1831-June, 1881, p. 27.
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record hereafter lists many dates on which Negro members were received:
on August 14th, 1833, “Peter a servant man of Captain Choice” was re
ceived upon a profession of faith in Christ; on November 10th, 1838,
“Clarinda, a free colored woman” and “Maria, a servant girl of
Mrs. Bethalaud Butler” were received upon a profession of their faith
in Christ to be immersed; on April 26th, 1840, “three colored people”
(whose names were not given) were received in membership by letters
1
from the Reedy River Church. It was at this time that the church took
into consideration the propriety of appointing one of the colored
brothers to “take the oversight of the colored members” of the church
and to “hand the bread and wine to them on Communion Sundays.” Isaac
was appointed to attend to this business with the clerk being informed
to instruct him how to proceed.
On Sunday, October 23, 1855, a committee of white members was
appointed to report some plan for the better discipline of the colored
members. The following Sunday the committee made the following report:
The committee appointed to report on the colored membership beg
leave to report that we recommend the appointment of a standing
committee of three, whose duty it shall be to hold a monthly
meeting of the colored members, and receive information of mat
ters requiring discipline, applications for membership, letters
of dismission, and any other matters which the committee may
think requires the attention of the church and report the same
at regular monthly conferences.
The above report was adopted and the members of the planning
committee were appointed by the moderator as “the standing committee on
colored members.” Under the supervision of this committee the Negro
members were permitted to hold prayer meetings on the first, second,
and third Friday nights with the fourth Friday night being reserved
I
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for “experience” meetings. Moreover, the second and third Sunday
afternoons were devoted to the use of the Negro members for worship ser
vices. The basement of the new church was given over to them as a meet
ing place until November 25, 1866, at which time “on motion” it was
resolved that “Brother J. B. Sherman be a committee of one to have the
slaves (Negroes) put up in the body of the Church.” This motion was
carried and recorded by the clerk.
On Sunday morning, April 21, 1867, an announcement was made on
the action of the colored members who had held a meeting preparatory in
the organization of a new church. The acting church clerk was requested
to lay the action before the church. It read as follows:
We, the undersigned members of the Greenville Baptist Church
believing that we can be more widely useful, if organized into
a separate and independent church, request that letters of dis
mission be granted us for this purpose. In making this request
we desire to express our continued confidence in those with whom
we have so long united in church fellowship, and our affection
for them, and we request that we may continue to receive from
them counsel and aid such as they have hitherto given us.
We further request that we may be permitted, until we can procure
a house of our own, to use for worship the basement of this
church building on Friday nights of every week and on such Sunday
afternoons as will not conflict with your own services.
Willie Morris Richard Hammond
Rachael Sales Moses Maxwell
John Williams Robert Glenn
Anna Poole Carson White
Dudley Talley Edward Sims
Emanuel Morris Welborn Harris
Spencer Sales George Wright
May Evans and Wife Jackson Hill
Gabriel Poole John Gordon
Granville Page T. Turner
William Dobson Ronan Parker
Harriet Page Ellen Simkins
Kliny Williams Jane Meyers
Elvis Johnson Agnes Reese
George Gibbes Anna Hill
Hannah Robertson Georgiana Harrison
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Flora Dobson Rachael Goodlett
Rachael Aiston Matilda Perry
Patsy Whitfield Martha Davis
Clarise Whitfield Susan Whik
Matilda McCoy Lucinda Roberts
Chancy Meak Jane McDutty
Phyllis Whitfield Flora Maxwell
Anna Nesbit Sophia Stone
Folly Harper Harriet Williams
Classey Whitfield Ludene Harris
Leigh Latson Mary Campbell
Eliza Olden Elizabeth Ford
Rosa Grant Malinda Kay
Ruby Howard Ann Williams 1
Louvinia Moultrie T. Jone Maxwell
On May 19, 1867, additional letters of dismissal were given
the following Negro members:
Audrey Phillips Wiley Benson
Rosetta Ross Saline Whik
Mary Johnson Clarinda White
Louisa Glenn Benoh Davis
Henry Gant Bobby Long
Venus Gant (wife) Anna Smith
James Dogan William McCoy
Jacob Henry Cornelius Horry
The church resolved that the request which these Negro
petitioners had made for “letters of dismission to constitute an in
dependent church” be granted. The membership, furthermore, pledged its
continued counsel, sympathy, assistance and its prayers for God’s
guidance and blessings in their undertaking.2
After receiving the requested letters of dismissal from the
Greenville Baptist Church (now known as the First Baptist Church) the
members of the newly organized church, the first Negro Baptist Church
1lbid., p. 488.
~any of the Negroes remained members of the white First Baptist
Church throughout their lifetime.
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in Greenville, chose as their pastor Gabriel Poole.1 It was under the
leadership of their new pastor that a building campaign was success
fully launched and on the fourth Sunday in August, 1872, the first
worship service in the new Springfield Baptist Church was held. From
the Springfield Baptist Church developed Mount Zion, Macedonia, and
Pilgrim Rest Churches.
At least one student of reconstruction in South Carolina
contends that:
The withdrawal of Negroes from churches dominated by native
whites was the most striking development in religion in South
Carolina during Reconstruction. Secession began with emanci
pation and in terms of numbers was largely accomplished within
months after the close of the war.2
While this may have been the trend in Charleston, Columbia, and Beaufort,
this generalization is only partly true for Greenville. The two lead
ing churches in Greenville were of the Baptist and Methodist denomina
tions and accounted for the major part of the church membership in the
city. The separation of Negro members from the white Baptist church
did not occur until more than a year after the withdrawal of Negro
Methodists from the Greenville Methodist Church and more than two years
after Emancipation. The record of the withdrawal of Negroes from the
~-Gabriel Poole is referred to in the minutes of the Greenville
Baptist Church several times. On January 24, 1842, he was elected as
“assistant leader of the colored members due to the infirmity of Isaac.”
Again on October 24, 1847, certificate of his standing and the approval
of the church that he should conduct religious exercises was requested
by Elder Broker. His request was granted and the clerk informed to
prepare and give to him the desired certificate; also, the name of
Gabriel Poole appears with those of the original founders of the new
church. See Greenville Baptist Church Minutes, p. 488.
2Williamson, After Slavery, p. 180.
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Greenville Methodist Church is sketchy at best and for the most part
nonexistent. However, meticulous examination of the existing record
reveals that from the founding of the church in 1831, Negro members
were admitted to membership by confession and/or letters, and as candi
dates for baptism.1 As a rule, Negro members were permitted to sit in
the galleries only; however, on some occasions a gifted Negro member
led the congregation in singing the hymns.2 After the close of the
Civil War northern missionaries from the Methodist Episcopal Church,
the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church, the Presbyterian Church
(United), the Baptist Church (North), and the Reformed Episcopal Church
were sent into South Carolina. Their initial aim was to “affect a com
plete reconstruction of the entire religious and moral fahric of
southern society.”3 Of these missionaries, “in terms of zeal, organi
zation, growth and permanent influence, the Northern Methodists were
by far the most impressive.” Unable to work with their southern brothers,
northern missionaries were led to work against them. Under the leader
ship of Timothy Willard Lewis4 and his associates, Benjamin Franklin
Whittemore and Benjamin Franklin Randolph, a northern born Negro minis
ter, the Methodist movement spread rapidly. It was during one of the
numerous consultant meetings held in Charleston, South Carolina, that
1Minutes of the Greenville Methodist Church, South, 1841-1880,
p. 87.
3Williamson, After Slavery, p. 181.
4T. Willard Lewis (white) was leader of the missionary campaign
in South Carolina of the Methodist Episcopal Church (North). He pre
sented to Alexander McBee a check for $225 for a lot upon which the
Greenville Methodist Episcopal Church (North) was built. See Title to
real estate, Greenville County Book BB, p. 704.
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the board accepted the invitation of a Greenvillian to come to her city
and establish a Methodist Church. At that time, Negroes were members of
the white Greenville Methodist Church although they were only permitted
to worship in the gallery and take no part in the law-making or govern
ing of the church. Moreover, they had been and continued to be taught
a slave-oriented version of the Gospel of Christ. In the October 21,
1847 issue of the Southern Christian Advocate there was printed, “a
catechism for the use of the Methodist missionaries in the Godly war of
instructing the Negroes.” With it went a notation that “we have there
fore discarded all hard words, and aim to present truth in a guise so
simple as to suit the capacities of slaves.” These are extracts used
for those who worshipped at the Greenville Methodist Church:
Chapter 10: Particular Duties
Q. What is your duty to God?
A. To love him with all my heart, and soul and strength and to
worship him and serve him.
Q. What is a child’s duty to his father and mother?
A. To love them, honor them, comfort them and mind what they say.
Q. What is your duty to your master and your mistress?
A. To serve them with good will heartily and not with eye service.
Chapter 1: Of God
Q. Who made you?
A. God.
Q. What did he make you for?
A. His glory.
Q. Who is God? 1
A. The almighty, maker of heaven and earth.
1Quoted in A. M. Mosley, The Buncombe Street Methodist Story
(Greenville, South Carolina), Private Publication, 1965, p. 14.
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It was under these conditions that the northern Methodist
movement spread to Greenville. The first meeting was held in the home
of Wilson Cook, a Negro who was destined to make his mark in business,
politics and civic affairs.1 At this organizational meeting the
following persons were present:
Alexander Maxwell Thomas Lewi~4
Noah Glasco Wilson Cook
Henderson Adams Samuel Thompson
George Moore 2 Frank Williamson
Charles H. Hopkins Wiley Poole
Edward Brock Amos Tolbert
James R. Rosemond
Immediately following the organization of the Negro church, the
members continued to meet and worship in the galleries of the Greenville
Methodist Church until the question arose as to whether the “colored
congregation would remain loyal to Southern Methodists or affiliate with
the Northern Methodists.” After a vote was taken by the Negro Metho
dists, it was decided that this group would unite with the Methodist
Church North. This new congregation under the leadership of Lay Pastor,
Charles H. Hopkins, moved its place of worship to an old log cabin on
Ann Street which was given the title of “Hopkins Turnout.”6 The con
tinued growth of the Methodist Church North was made possible by
1John Welsey Methodist Church, Greenville, South Carolina,
Centennial Bulletin, 1967, P. 2.
2Mr. Hopkins was founder of Greenville Elementary School.
3A prominent Negro who later became pastor of John Wesley
Methodist Church.
4The first Negro to serve as assistant fire chief of Greenville.
5me first Negro to serve in the State Legislature from
Greenville.
6John Wesley Methodist Church, Centennial Bulletin, p. 2.
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Reverend James R. Rosemond who obtained the grant of a lot upon which
the Silver Hill Methodist Church was built. The church was fortunate
in its formative years in having dedicated leaders under whose super
vision it grew and prospered. In 1900, the name of the church was
changed to John Wesley Methodist Church.
Even in religion, white Greenvillians, as long as it was
possible, physically kept the Negro in “his place.” That place was the
galleries or the basements where black communicants were offered the
husks of a gospel of subjection and exploitation.
Crime
There are no reliable police statistics to which one can safely
appeal to measure effectively crime in Greenville immediately following
the end of the Civil War. However, investigation of the district court
records reveals evidence of some peculiar sentences meted out to Negroes
during this period. Yet, token sentences were given white law breakers
for the same offenses, and many times for crimes for which Negroes re
ceived long sentences whites were either acquitted or never brought to
trial. Two Negro women, Carolina and Phyllis Williams, were indicted
for the murder of a white male; upon conviction by an all white jury
they were both sentenced to hanging, with the execution set for
October 27, 1886.1 On the other hand. T. Judson Langston, white, on
March 27, 1868, was indicted for murder and found guilty as charged by
the jury but following his conviction he was sentenced to only twelve
months in jail or payTnent of $500 fine.2 Another case at point is that
~ S. Record Book in Record Room, Greenville County Courthouse,
p. 5.
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of Ned Williams, a Negro who was indicted for the crime of burglary,
found guilty and sentenced to be hanged on October 27, 1866.1
A Union officer, in discussing crime in his sub-district of
Greenville, had this to say on that matter:
Few acts of serious violence were committed by either race against
the other. The high-toned gentlemen were either afraid of the
garrisons or scared to come to blows with their inferiors. The
low-downers and small farmers generally committed what was called
outrages. The Negroes were a good-tempered set, except when
drunk, an~l were no more likely to pick a fight than so many
chinamen.
Now and then, however, there was an exception among those
peaceable” Negroes within the town. There was a young man named Wallace
Williams, described as “a bright and restless mulatto of seventeen or
eighteen years of age.” Through devious acts of chicanery he gained for
himself the reputation for being ill-tempered, dishones, and shiftless.
In August 1867, a drunken white farmer Sam Turner thought that it would
be a fine thing to slap young Wallace in the face with a meal bag. The
offended young man along with two of his friends chased Turner for more
than a half-mile from the city, dragged him from his wagon and stabbed
him in the shoulder. All of the parties involved in the fight, in
cluding the white farmer, were arrested for assault and battery and
attempt to kill, fined and sentenced to short prison terms. Williams
received a six-month prison sentence for riot in the state penitentiary.3
Another case from the annals of the Greenville courts and
reported in the Greenville News, sheds light on the punishment Negroes
1id.
2Deforest, Union Officer in Reconstruction, p. 108.
3Greenville Daily News, March 16, 1881, p. 1.
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received for arson. William Dobson, Pleasant Adams, Richard Bates,
Joseph Burton and Fletcher Maddox were indicted for the burning of the
new Greenville Opera House. Four of these men were brought to trial
for the crime of arson while the fifth man, Fletcher Maddox, was
allowed to turn state evidence against his alleged accomplices. He
was permitted to go free with the understanding that he return as a
witness for the state at the time of the trial. However, the state’s
principal witness in the arson case was never seen again.
These men were tried in Greenville County General Sessions
1
Court on March 16, 1881, found guilty by a mixed jury of whites and
Negroes and were sentenced by the judge to be hanged.
In spite of numerous technical errors offered by the defense,
motion for a new trial was denied. Among the errors submitted by the
defense and printed by the Greenville Daily News are the following:
1. The unreadiness of the defendants to be tried due to the fact
of the absence of two important witnesses, who had been
searched for by the sheriff and could not be found and so
certified to by the sheriff.
2. Because the verdict was contrary to the law and evidence,
inasmuch as without the testimony of Fletcher Maddox, which
was taken under duress, and under the control of the prosecu
tion and without the confession of William Dobson, the evi
dence offered was in direct opposition to the guilt of the
defendants.
3. Because the verdict was unsupported by the testimony, and
contrary to law.
4. Because the verdict of the jury finds the defendants guilty on
the oath of only one witness, and his testimony was shaken and
even contradicted by the circumstances.
1The jurors were: James West, Clinton Owens, W. W. Cureton,
P. D. Groce, W. A. Bramlett and J. W. Burdette, white; Thomas Lewis,
Asa Gilreath, Emanuel Martin, Samuel Smith, Jeremiah Jenkins and
Robert Ashmore, Negroes. See Greenville Daily News, July 8, 1881.
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5. Because the verdict is contrary to and against the weight of
the evidence.
6. Because the state failed to point out the exact statute under
which the defendant was found guilty.
7. Because the presiding judge failed to inform the jury concerning
the act under which it is supposed this indictment was found.
8. That Judge Hudson declared that with respect to the punishment
of the offense charged that all the jury had to do was to find
out whether the prisoner burnt the building; this was an
oversight.
9. Because section 20 of the Constitution of the United States
provides that every act or resolution having the force of law
shall relate to but one subject, and that shall be expressed
in the title. And the only act under which the prisoners could
be convicted of arson and capitally punished violates this
section of the Constitution, and is null and void and of no
effect.
10. Because (His Honor) the Judge erred in allowing the jury to
consider testimony of Fletcher Maddox because of his previous
convictions of two infamous offenses.
11. Because His Honor erred in allowing the jury to consider the
testimony of William Dobson, who having been proven to be a
person not of good sense and having been disqualified from
even testifying anywhere by reason of conviction of two infamous
crimes.
12. Because the verdict is contrary to law and the evidence.
Under these circumstances attorney for the defense Benjamin Stokes
argued at considerable length, but to no avail, for a new trial for his
clients.
There is a postscript to this apparent miscarriage of justice,
for the defendants in this case were granted a new trial by the South
Carolina Supreme Court. The new trial was held on July 14, 1881 with
the accused receiving for the second time the death penalty. All of the
condemned men except the youngest of the four, William Dobson, paid with
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their lives for an alleged crime that the state never proved they
1
committed.
An editorial in the Greenville Daily News following the
conviction of the accused arsonists was emphatic in its approval of
their sentence. The column read in part as follows:
The verdict in the arson case has been received with profound
and unanimous satisfaction by the people of Greenville. The
enormity of the crime undoubtedly committed by the prisoners
caused a proper desire for a legal vengeance, and the infliction
of the death penalty will be the best insurance against the dan
ger to valuable property, a~d more valuable lives from the torch
of the prowling incendiary.
The defense attorney for the alleged arsonists candidly
summarized the action of the Greenville tribunal when he said that,
“The persecution was unparalled in South Carolina for vindictiveness,
bitterness and unfairness.”3
Du Bois estimated that about seventy per cent of all prisoners
in the South were black. He explains this in part by the fact that
accused Negroes were easily convicted by angry white attorneys, judges
and juries, and often the accused received long jail sentences or were
forced to pay with their lives for crimes for which whites were never
arrested or brought to trial.4 The cases cited above give credence to
the belief that there existed in Greenville a dual system of justice;
one for free white citizens and another for free blacks, and one based
1Greenville Daily News, April 28, 1881.
2lbid., July 15, 1881.
3lbid., July 16, 1881.
4Du Bois, Some Notes on Negro Crimes particularly in Georgia,
“Atlanta University Publications,” No. 9 (Atlanta: Atlanta University
Press, 1904, p. 6.
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upon the principle of equal justice for all and the other based upon
the moods and whims of the ex-masters.
A study of the newspapers and the report of the clerk of court
records, along with an examination of a partial police court docket for
1881 revealed that not only did Negroes and whites receive different
sentences for their crimes but there were separate and distinct groups
of crimes for which they were arrested. The principal crimes for which
all arrests were made in the city were disorderly conduct, drunkenness,
vagrancy, selling spirituous liquors, keeping a disorderly house and
unlawful cohabitation. The chart below enumerates the group of crimes
for which Negroes and whites were most frequently arrested in Greenville.
CRIME CHART ILLUSTRATING GROUPS OF CRIMES FOR WHICH1NEGROES
AND WHITES WERE ARRESTED IN GREENVILLE, 1881
The most frequent charges of The most frequent charges of
arrest for whites arrest for Negroes
1. Disorderly conduct 1. Disorderly conduct
2. Drunkenness 2. Drunkenness
3. Vagrancy 3. Loitering
4. Selling spirituous liquors 4. Stealing
5. Keeping a disorderly house 5. Gambling
6. Unlawful cohabitation 6. Carrying firearms
7. Discharging firearms with
in the city
8. Driving too fast on newly
constructed bridge
The police court docket for 1881 listed a total of 193 arrests
during that year. Approximately 114 of the total number arrested were
1City of Greenville Police Court Docket, Greenville City Hall,
1881. Also see Greenville Enterprise, May 8, 1878, p. 1.
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Negroes. These records also revealed that not only was a larger number
of Negroes arrested than whites, but that a larger number of Negroes
than whites remained in jail.
In addition to the above information, the U.S. Census Report
for the city of Greenville in 1870 shows that at the time the census
was taken, 16 prisoners were Negroes.1 Also in 1880, all 27 of the
prisoners incarcerated in the county jail were Negroes.2
Many cases to come before council were not considered serious
crimes or even misdemeanors. The majority of cases resulted from
charges of disorderly conduct. Greenville was noted for its many
saloons and its abundance of spirituous liquors,3 and on too many oc
casions the townsmen tarried too long at the bar and were often the
overnight guests of the city constable.4 Other offenses that were
brought before the council were driving too fast over the newly built
bridge on main street, profaning the sabbath, malicious trespassing
and unlawful cohabitation.
Records show that the town of Greenville during this period had
more than its share of inmates of the city jail, a large number of whom
were Negroes. Some blacks were in jail as a result of carelessness and
ignorance, but others were victims of oppression.
Department of the Interior, Census Office, Ninth Census
of the United States, 1870: Population, IX, 380. Hereinafter referred
to as U.S. Census Report.
2lbid., 1880, XIII, 82.
3The Greenville Enterprise, June 4, 1874.
4Greenville Daily News, November 16, 1881, November 18, 1881.
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Burial of the Dead
Cemeteries for early Greenvillians were of a family nature and
were situated on private property.1 With this arrangement for the
burial of the dead there was little need for a central and public burial
ground. However, with the continued growth of the population which was
accompanied by an increase in the death rate there arose a need for ad
ditional burial space which the city officials secured. This is now
known as Springwood Cemetery. In 1835 Edward Croft deeded, and later
gave two acres of land, for the Episcopal Cemetery behind the present
church.
The record of cemeteries fails to reveal explicitly whether
Negroes were initially buried in the main Springwood or the Episcopal
Church cemeteries. The record does reveal, however, that there was a
Negro burial ground adjoining the Springwood Cemetery.2 The record
seems to indicate that Negro citizens of Greenville were interred along
with white citizens at Springwood Cemetery with discrimination being the
prevailing practice to the extent that blacks were interred in an ad
joining Itcolored people’s” burial grounds. City Council minutes reveal
numerous petitions from colored citizens complaining about the prevailing
conditions of the colored burial ground; also just as numerous were the
referrals of the petitions to the cemetery committee without any further
action at all.3 The first of these petitions was submitted by
1Crittenden, Century Book, p. 7.
2City Council Proceedings, October 4, 1881, p. 545; Crittenden,
Century Book, p. 39. Also Eubaugh, et.al. The Arts in Greenville, p. 13.
3See City Council Proceedings for August 8, 1876, June 6, 1883;
July 3, 1883; also October 2, 1883.
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Alex Maxwell, T. A. Williamson and Father, trustees of the “colored
grave yard.” This petition as well as all others from the trustees
for almost a decade received no action of council. Finally, on
February 5, 1884, council relented and authorized the cemetery committee
to purchase land for another Negro cemetery. The authorization stipu
lated that twelve acres of land at a cost of one hundred and twenty-five
dollars per acre was to be purchased for a colored cemetery.
Thus, the practice of segregation and discrimination hounded
the steps of Negroes on the streets of Greenville and followed them even
into the grave. Moreover, in 1898 the city council passed this revealing
“ordinance to govern the cemeteries” in which the following was included:
That on or after the passage of this ordinance it shall be unlaw
ful forany colored person to enter, go upon or through any of
the cemeteries of the city used for the burial of white persons
exclusively, or the grounds connected therewith. Done and rati
fied in council assembled this 18th day of July, 1898.1
Segregation by Law
The movement to separate the races in all areas of social
intercourse which gained headway in the South in the latter part of the
nineteenth century was felt by Negroes in Greenville. Even though its
full impact was delayed in reaching the city, at least by 1912 segre
gation had been written into law as is attested by the following
ordinance which became a part of the city code in that year:
An ordinance for preserving peace, preventing conflict and ill
feeling between the white and colored races in the city of
1Greenville South Carolina City Code 1912, compiled by B. A.
Morgan, City Clerk (Greenville: Greenville News Company Press, 1912),
Article VI, Section 570, p. 262.
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Greenville, and promoting the general welfare of the city by
providing, so far as practicable for the use of separate blocks
for residences, restaurants, places of public amusement, stores,
and places of business of all kinds.1-
The city council made very explicit its desire for the separation
of the races not only in individual dwellings but also in schools,
churches, and other buildings:
Be it ordained by the Mayor and Aldermen of the city of Greenville
in council assembled: Section I. That the city code of said city,
adopted on the 6th day of February, A.D. 1912 be and same is here
by amended by inserting after sections 570 of said code and be
fore section 571 thereof, eleven (11) new sections, to be known
and designated as sections 570A, 570B, 570C, 570D, 570E, 570F,
570G, 570H, 5701, 570J, and 570K, respectively; such new sections
to be as follows respectively to wit:
Section 570A. That it shall be unlawful for any white person to
move into or use as a residence or place of abode any house,
building or structure or any part of any house . . . in whole or
in part which shall be occupied or used as residences or places
of abode by colored persons.
Section 570B. That it shall be unlawful for any colored person
to move into or use a residence or place of abode any house,
building or structure . . . used as residences or places of abode
by white persons.
Section 570H, That no building or portion of a building in the
city of Greenville not already so used shall be used as a church
or for the purpose of conducting religion services without a
permit to be issued by the Board of Police Commissioners in the
application for a permit the applicant shall state whether said
building or portion of building is to be used by white or
colored persons, and no permit shall be granted for such use of
any building or portion of building by white persons in a colored
block or colored persons in a white block.
Section 5701 and 570Jl prohibited the use of buildings as schools
in a white block for colored persons; also the use of building for
schools in colored. Moreover, hotels, boarding houses, restau
rants, places of public amusement, stores or places of business
of any kind were restricted to blocks labeled by the city police
commission as colored and white.
llbid
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The penalty provided for violating this ordinance was a fine of
one hundred dollars or 30 days in jail for each count in violation during
each twenty-four hour period of time.
The practice of race separation carried over into restaurants,
cafes, eating houses and lunch counters. It was unlawful in Greenville
for any person, firm, company or corporation owning, managing or con
trolling such places to serve meals to whites and colored persons in
the same room, at the same table or the same counter.1
In addition to what has been said, all railway companies
operating within the city of Greenville were required by law to provide
separate accommodations for white and colored passengers by seating the
colored passengers from the rear of the coach up to the fourth seat.
Seats from the front to fourth from the rear of the coach were reserved
for the white passengers.2 Conductors and other employees of the com
pany were given police power to enforce these regulations, which often
meant power to abuse and intimidate accused violators of this ordinance.
During the l880~s Negroes, after long rejection by white
fraternal groups, affiliated with and became members of segregated se
cret and benevolent organizations and labor unions. Nightly lodge
meetings were held Monday through Friday at the Good Samaritan Lodge
Hall which was located at 6l8~ I. McBee Avenue. There were at least
one barbers union which was organized in 1888 for the purpose of
“regulating prices and working condition.”3 Also one carpenters and
llbid
3York, S. C. Enguirer, October 3, 1888.
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one bricklayers union which held their meetings on Saturday nights.
Moreover, there were in the city a Negro branch of the Y,M~C,A, and a
weekly newspaper staffed and published by Negroes.1 There were two
Negro volunteer fire companies, the Neptune Reel Company No. 3 located
at 545 S. Main Street and the Palmetto Hose Company No. 3 at 517 E.
Washington Street. The combined membership of these two companies
totaled almost one hundred men and accounted for more than two-thirds
of the city’s fire-fighting force. It is interesting to note that
some Negroes were permitted to serve in predominately white fire-
fighting units.2
The general condition of Negroes in Greenville between the
years of 1865 and 1900 is somewhat difficult to sumarize. The general
post antebellum status of Negroes was at first closely connected with
their association with their white ex-masters as servants, laborers and
craftsmen. This was a relationship which was circumscribed by certain
rigid rules of conduct understood and adhered to by Negroes, enforced
and perpetuated by whites. To live within the framework of those rules
for many Negroes meant progress and prosperity. Likewise, to defy those
rules brought denouncement and retaliation. So it was that Greenville,
a southern town was able to maintain its southern approach to all
problems in human relations between Negroes and whites within the city,
and yet maintain the appearance of complete and full freedom for all of
its citizens.
1City Directory and Gazetter of Greanville and County (Atlanta
H. H. Dickerson Publisher and Printer, 1883-1884), pp. 186-187.
2Maloney’s Greenville, South Carolina City Directory (Atlanta:
Maloney Directory Company, 1899-1900), p. 47.
CHAPTER IV
POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ASPECTS
Politics
Many Greenville Negroes were descendants of a long line of
household servants who had traditionally enjoyed a close relationship
with their antebellum masters. This relationship was influential in
shaping and molding the future of the city’s black population. It
helped to determine where they lived, the occupations they followed,
their behavior patterns, as well as their attitude toward politics.
In 1870, population figures revealed that there were only
seven less Negroes than whites in Greenville. This near numerical
balance between the races suggests that political power wielded by
Negroes might well have been nearly commensurate with that of whites.
Population figures, when taken in conjunction with the generally favor
able political picture in South Carolina at that time, arouse cause for
inquiry as to the reason for the lack of political activity among
Negroes on the local level. The answer seems to be found in the ability
of whites to manipulate the freedmen to the extent that the will of
former masters was served. That is to say that the Negro was “kept in
his place,” that is, out of politics and consequently, out of positions
of political power and prestige. Whites were able to retain economic




elected to the South Carolina General Assembly as a representative from
Greenville. Serving with him in the legislature was W. A. Bishop,
another Black representative. These were the only two Negroes to sit in
the state legislature from Greenville. Political careers of the city’s
black men on the state level ended with the completion of one term each
in the General Assembly.
On the county level, Cook served in 1877 as Jury Commissioner
until his ouster by Governor Hampton, while Charles T. Hopkins and
1
Thomas Grier served at least one term as trial justices. It was not
until 1882 that Thomas Lewis, a Negro, was appointed by the Greenville
city council to serve as second assistant to the chief of the fire
department.2 He held this position for two years, until his death, at
which time he was replaced by a white man. In 1886, the city school dis~
trict was established, and “with doubt about the future success of the
program, the citizens established a board of trustees” of five members.
One of these officials was S. S. Thompson, a Negro.3 In an article which
appeared many years later in a local newspaper, the allegation was made
that “the Negro, S. S. Thompson, was named trustee as a rebuke to the
political faith of white leaders then.”4 The “rebuke” referred to is
not readily discernible. It appears to suggest a rebuke to the
Republican Party which fostered the idea that under Democratic Party
leadership Negroes would not be permitted to hold public office.
1Proceedings, Greenville County Commissioner, 1873-1883, pp. 40,
59, 87, 155.
2City Council Proceedings, February 2, 1882, p. 6.
3lbid., May 21, 1886, p. 30.
4Greenville Piedmont, August 29, 1930.
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Economic Aspects
Even though Negroes in Greenville, as a general rule, were
denied the full benefits of citizenship they did control real and per
sonal property in excess of the average for other black South Carolin
ians. A reporter for one of the city’s newspapers claimed that in the
year 1880 Greenville led all other counties in the state in the percent
age of Negroes owning farms and homes.1 An editorial which appeared in
another of the local newspapers included the following information:
Inquiry at the auditor’s office yesterday elicited some facts
that will surprise some people. That officer called to mind and
named within a few minutes twenty-one colored men in the immediate
vicinity of Greenville who pay taxes ranging from $200.00 to
$2,300.00 on real and personal property. Two of these return be
tween $400 and $500; six between $500 and $600; two between $800
and $1,000; three between $1,000 and $2,000; and one, $2,300. The
one was Wilson Cook, a prominent colored Republican politician, an
elector on the Republican ticket, and owner of a store and several
lots.2
The homes of Negroes and their locations reflected rather
accurately the general economic state of black Greenvillians during
the period under examination. Long regarded as the “up-country” resort
center of the state, the city could boast of numerous hotels, rooming
houses, places of entertainment, as well as organized means of recrea
tion. From the beginning, the labor force used to staff places of
entertainment and relaxation was selected from the Negro populace-
both slave and free--of the city. Much of the clientele attracted to
the town brought with them their Negro household servants, who generally
1Greenville Enterprise, August 30, 1882, p. 1.
2
Greenville Daily News, January 8, 1881.
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resided either in the homes of their masters or in nearby living quarters.
It was largely from these early arrangements that a pattern of housing
developed which appeared to be peculiar to Greenville. Negroes lived
on almost every street and in every section of the city.1 After the
coming of freedom, masters often gave land and homes to certain of
their former slaves or permitted them to remain on the land for life.
Other freedmen were permitted to buy their own homes and additional
land from former masters. The record of property owners for both the
city and county indicated that this was an important source of property
ownership for Negroes. Some Negroes, through thrift and wise investment,
accumulated for themselves sizeable amounts of real and personal prop
erty as early as 1870 even though they had not been domestics. A
source which the investigator finds to be most valuable in attempting
to reconstruct a picture of economic status is the decennial United
States Census report. The following names, job designations, and
property worth are taken from the 1870 Census.2
1Greenville City Directories, 1880-1881; 1883-1884; 1888;
1899-1900.
2US Census Report for Greenville, South Carolina, 1870, IX,
350. This census report lists the names of individuals, their marital
status, race, the members of the households, their occupations and their
real and personal possessions. The above are listed as: Dudley Talley
(B) drayman, personal property $150, real property $900; Robert Ward
(B) grocer, personal property $395, real property $800; Samuel Black
(M) barber, personal property $200; Allen Mansell (B) blacksmith, real
property $400; Wilson Cook (M) tanner, personal property $1,000, real
property $4,000; Henry Gantt (M) barber, personal property $300;
George Benson (B) blacksmith, real property $1,000, personal property
$200; Robert Williams (B) grocer, personal property $500, real property
$900; Margaret Walker (H) seamstress, real property $3,900; Henry Bates
(B) drayman, personal property $400, real property $150; Lucy Collins
(B) cake shop, real property $950.
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The dislocation of the Civil War in the months immediately
following left large numbers of Negroes in the towns and villages of
the state. These freedmen earned a subsistance by working as steve
dores, street cleaners, yardkeepers, porters, draymen, messengers,
and other unskilled jobs. The repair of war, worn and torn rail lines
and a boom in construction of new lines gave temporary employment in
the mining of phosphates for proceeding into fertilizer. Moreover, many
of the free Negroes of Greenville had long earned their living as
skilled artisans and craftsmen. Furthermore, Emancipation freed num
erous slaves who had been trained in the trades essential to the opera
tion of the plantation. Thus, thousands of proficient blacksmiths,
carpenters, wheelrights, masons, plasterers, millers, mechanics, and
rice thrashers became free economic agents many of them entering
1
business for themselves.
Negro artisans and businessmen in the town of Greenville in
1870 numbered more than seventy, some of whom, in spite of their so
recent bondage, possessed sizeable amounts of property and wealth.
There were fifteen blacksmiths in the town. The most successful of
these were George Benson and Allen Maxwell who owned their shops which
were located in the center of the business district of the town where
the value of their shops was estimated to be more than $l,500.00.2
Other shop owners were W. J. Pressley, Clark Smart, Thomas Lewis,
William Sloan, Willie Brinks, and Watson Kilgore. There were also ten
1US Census Report, IX, 350, 362, 366, 373, 383
2lbid., 78
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carpenters, six brickmasons, four painters, four shoemakers, two
harnessmakers, three tinsmiths, three tanners, eight draymen, three
barbers, four seamstresses, two tailors, five school teachers
(Virginia Willis, age 22, Martha Long, 20, Susan Bomar, 24, Emma
Johnson, 18, and Carrie A. Sneed, 20) and three retail grocers whose
stores were valued in excess of $2,500.00 and their personal property
1
more than $800.00. In addition to the above, there were many appren
tices and persons working in the employ of white artisans and business
men. Many of these workers served as managers and operators of these
establishments.
The general condition of Negroes in regard to occupations in
Greenville for the next decade remained almost unchanged, however, in
the l880’s a select group of Negroes continued to make progress in new
areas of employment. During this era Negroes were employed as railway
brakemen, mailcarriers, plumbers, cotton samplers, mechanics.2 There
was also one Negro owned brick manufacturing company, the only such
business in the city. (Occupations which Negroes engaged in the town
of Greenville were of two extremes, the skilled artisan and the untrained
laborer.) The kind of work done and wages paid this second group have
1
Ibid.
2U.S.,Census Report, 1880, XIII, 88,89 has the following
entries: James Henry (B) cotton sampler, E. B. Dickerson Company,
Allen Thompson (B), John C. Thompson (B), Wells A. Thompson (B)
mechanics, George Maddill (MU) plumber (the only person listed in this
profession). The Greenville, South Carolina City Directory, 1888,
J. R. Shannon, printer, has these entries: Allen Robinson (C) mail
carrier, res. 1 Echols Street, Henry Moseley (C) brick manufacturer
located W. Washington Ext., res. Hillard Avenue.
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much to say about the relationship of Negroes and whites, in the area
of employment. According to the industrial view of South Carolina in
1884, Negro males employed in Greenville as farm laborers were 56 per
cent, white males, 44 per cent, Negro women, 75 per cent, white women,
8 per cent, children, Negro males over 12 years, 50 per cent, The
average wage paid the farm laborers male was 8 to 13 dollars per month
and board and females were paid 3 to 6 dollars per month and board.1
Employment in manufacturing was almost totally restricted to
the white populace of the town. Only 192 of the total 1,539 persons
employed in manufacturing were Negroes. Lumber, grits and flour mills
employed only 98 Negro males. Cotton mills, foundries and machine shops
employed but 10 Negroes and all other manufacturing companies within the
2
city and county of Greenville hired only 16 Negroes0 The extreme dif
ficulty that laborers experienced in finding employment in conjunction
with the inadequate pay they received for their labor describes pre
cisely the true relationship between Negroes and whites in regard to
occupations in Greenville between 1865 and l90O.~
More important, Negro-owned businesses were quite common in
Greenville from the early post Civil War period until well pass the
turn of the nineteenth century. Not only were there Negro businesses
1South Carolina in 1884, a view of the industrial life of the
state compiled and published by the News and Courier, Charleston,
South Carolina, 1884, p. 9.
2lbjd
31n 1895 the prevailing wage scale for Negro men who worked for
the railway company was $4.00 per week and laborers were paid $,60 per
day0 See the proceedings and papers of the Greenville Historical
Society, 1962-1964, p. 36~
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but they were strategically located throughout the entire city. In
1880, there were five Negro barbers and one Negro operator of a
restaurant on Main Street. There were also one plumber, one cotton
sampler, one streetcar conductor-driver (the first), one wagon maker,
two barroom operators, one brickmaker and one general merchandise store
operator.2 In addition there were numerous other artisans and semi
skilled Negroes within the city.
Up to 1890, the general condition of Negroes in Greenville in
education, politics, crime and religion remained almost the same as it
had been for the previous two decades. Nevertheless, in the business
world, Negroes had made significant increases in their holdings. They
maintained some control of the hacking, drayage, barbering, black
smithing, and catering businesses. They were making progress in such
areas as retail selling, general merchandizing, meat marketing, brick
manufacturing, and dispensing of drugs and sundries.3 Negro businesses
1
Title Book to property in Greenville county 1870-1900, County
Courthouse.
2See United States Census Report, 1880, XIII, 71. Also the
Charles Emerson and Company Spartanburg and Greenville City Directories,
1880-1881, wherein were listed: James Herron (C) cotton sampler for
E. B. Dickerson Company; barbers, Samuel Black (C) east side of South
Main Street; Hezekiah Fleming and Aaron Maxwell “The Mansion House,”
the cityts leading hotel, Peter Gantt and Thomas Mims, Main Street ex
tension which is Pendleton Street, Cornelius J. Holloway, general
merchandise, Jacob S. Fisher (C), corner of Buncombe and. Rutherford
Streets; restaurant, Thomas Frazier (C), corner of Washington and Main
Streets; streetcar conductor, William Fronaberger (C); wagon maker,
Fred Robertshaw (C) Laurens Street; plumber, George Madill (C); bar
room operators, Zion Collins (C), Augusta Street opposite G & C train
depot and George M. Howard (C), Augusta Street.
3Greenville City Directory, 1899, pp. 72, 79, 84, 90.
62
on Nain Street included rir barbershops enploying more than 15 barbers,
three retail ~to’e~, one ~at ~et, and three restaurants, In addi~
tion to these, numerous N ro~owrsd establishments were scattered
throughout the business district, ~y 1900, even though there were fewer
located on Nain Street than on adjacent ~tteets, the number represented
a slight increase over that of the previous decade,
Unfortunately, by 1900, Negroes had lost much of their control
over such trad~tiona1 occupations a~ barbering,hacking, and drayage.
As a number of the older established Negroes passed from the scene,
they were replaced by whites, The ~4ansion Rouse Barber Shop, for exam~
pie had from its founding been op~ra~ed by blacks; in 1898 it could
advertist. that its b~rbers ~ere ~a11 ~hite tomsor~a1 artists, none but
I
the first~c1ass em~1oyed.~ This, whites slowly but surely wrested
from the hands of Negroes busin~~~es which for years had been




The student who investigates human relations in Greenville
during the period 1865 to 1900 is handicapped by the lack of histori
cal records left by Negroes themselves. Such personal documents as,
for example, memoirs, diaries, or letters, are either nonexistent or
hard to locate. It is possible, however, to reconstruct the role of
Negroes in the life of the city and county with a high degree of ac
curacy from material found in such sources as local newspapers, city
and county official records, as well as in such federal official
documents as the decennial United States Census reports. Helpful to
this investigator were the official proceedings of a number of the
white churches of the city whose records contain valuable information
about their former Negro communicants. These sources, together with
articles and historical monographs, make it possible to draw certain
conclusions about the subject.
A strained and uneasy peace existed between the races at times,
but open conflict did not occur during this period. Racial unrest did
appear, but timely counsel by levelheaded citizens of both races gen
erally prevailed and continued peaceful relations were maintained.
As in other parts of the South, the political activities,
social status, educational opportunities, and civil rights of
Greenville’s Negro citizens were to a large degree determined by his
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economic status. Negroes within the city itself engaged in a variety of
occupations, a number of which they for some time appeared to have a
monopoly on. Near the turn of the century, however, whites began to
move into some of these traditional activities such as barbering. It
does not appear that there was at any time resentment by whites of the
more affluent black citizens. On the other hand, neither freedom nor
Reconstruction did much to improve permanently his political or social
position. The end of Reconstruction meant that a new definition of the
place of the black man in the southern social order had to be worked
out. What appeared in Greenville was about the same kind of caste sys
tem for controlling or regulating race relations as appeared in other
areas of the state and South. This relationship was rather accurately
described by a Union officer who was stationed in Greenville in the
years following the Civil War. He made the statement that:
So far as my observation goes, the southerner was not hostile
toward the Negro as a Negro, but only as a possible office
holder, as a juror, as a voter, as a political and social equal.
He might cuff him as he would his dog into what he calls ‘his
place,’ but he was not vindictive toward him for1being free,
and he was willing to give him a chance in life.
The record of race relations in Greenville seems to support this
observation, at least to about the turn of the century. After the re
turn of home rule to South Carolina, and for a fairly long time after
that, race relations were unchanged in Greenville. But, by the end of
the century, a harsher and more impersonal code had developed. Segre
gated practices became evident in every aspect of the black man’s life-
in politics, education, religion, occupations, punishment for alleged
1Deforest, Union Officer In Reconstruction, p. 74.
65
crimes, and even in death. The rules had been legally established,
and the social contract had been made binding by the majority white
race. Greenville Negroes discovered soon enough that to disobey
these rules or to violate the contract often brought swift reprisal
and, on occasion, even death. Therefore, the black man was compelled
to learn and adopt a pattern of behavior which was satisfactory to the
dominant group and, at the same time, conducive to his future well
being. Negroes of Greenville, like their brothers in the rest of the
state and region, entered the twentieth century faced by prospects
which at best were bleak. Despite this, they carved out for themselves
a separate world in which they could perform the normal functions of
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